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THE OXFORD CONGRESS OP PHILOSOPHY 1 

FROM Friday, September twenty-fourth, to Monday, September 
twenty-seventh, inclusive, Oxford University entertained be- 
tween two and three hundred philosophers and psychologists repre- 
senting the British Psychological Society, the Aristotelian Society, 
the Mind Association, the Oxford University Philosophical Society, 
the Societe Franchise de Philosophic, and the American Philosoph- 
ieal Association. Besides the three delegates from America, Presi- 
dent Meiklejohn and Professor Warbeke attended the sessions of 
the Congress, and there were also visitors from Italy, Poland, Japan 
and India. The meetings of the Congress were held in the build- 
ing of the Examination Schools. The delegates were assigned to 
students' rooms in the various colleges, and had their meals in the 
Hall of New College. 

At the inaugural session of the Congress, Professor Bergson de- 
livered an address on "Prevision et la Nouvaute." The speaker 
endeavored to prove that the common belief in the existence of 
future possibilities is erroneous, at least in the fields of mind and 
life. After events happen we analyze them and form concepts of 
how they might have happened. These products of retrospective 
analysis are then made the basis for a belief in the present exist- 
ence of future possibilities. Man should rid his mind of this illusory 
conception of a future predetermined in the form of possibilities, 
and realize the full and absolute ereativeness of life. 

On Saturday morning Professor A. N. "Whitehead presided over 
a symposium on "Relativity." Professors Eddington, Broad and 
Lindemann defended the doctrine of Einstein; while Mr. "W. D. 
Ross endeavored to show that the theory was not necessitated by the 
experimental facts, and that its defenders presupposed that very 
absoluteness of motion which it was the object of the theory to deny. 
Professor Whitehead argued that the relativity under discussion 
was a relativity to the body rather than to the mind, and that the 
subject could be cleared up only by a recognition of the reality and 
importance of the triadic relations involved in all perception. Pro- 
fessor Lindemann defended the curious theory that 'beliefs should 
be evaluated on the basis of the extent to which they contributed 
to the survival of those who held them. He maintained that the 
advantage of the Einstein theory consisted not in its greater truth 
but in its greater simplicity and convenience. 

The two sessions of Saturday afternoon were devoted to psy- 
chology and were of unusual interest. The first symposium was con- 

i This report is based largely on memory, and the writer asks pardon for any 
errors of omission or commission which it may contain. 
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cerned with the question. "Is Thinking merely the Action of Lan- 
guage Mechanisms?" The participants were Miss E. M. Smith, and 
Messrs. Bartlett, Pear, Thomson and Robinson. Professor John B. 
Watson was unable to be present, but the entire discussion centered 
about his behavioristic theory that all thought is reducible to explicit 
or implicit speech. The speakers seemed to be in general agreement 
that a behavioristic metaphysics which denied the existence of men- 
tal images and other purely psychic elements of the thought process 
was so untenable as hardly to be taken seriously; but that the be- 
havioristic methodology of Professor "Watson in accordance with 
which thinking and other forms of mental activity are to be in- 
vestigated in terms of the bodily expressions with which they are 
uniformly correlated, was a permanently valuable addition to psy- 
chology. 

The symposium on behaviorism was followed by one on "The 
Disorders of Symbolic Thinking due to Lesions of the Brain" in 
Which the leaders were Dr. Henry Head and Dr. B. Mourgue. The 
theories advanced were based upon study during the war of a great 
variety of cerebral injuries. Both participants seemed to some ex- 
tent to agree with Bergson that the trouble with patients suffering 
from disorders of an aphasic type was not due to actual destruction 
of memories, but rather to the destruction of the mechanism by 
which those memories are given the kind of connection and articu- 
lation characteristic of normal thinking. 

The topic of the evening session was "Present Tendencies in 
American Philosophy." After presenting the greetings of the 
American Philosophical Association, the present writer referred 
briefly to the philosophical situation in America prior to the war 
and to the work done by teachers of philosophy in organizing and 
conducting courses on the Issues of the "War for the young recruits 
at the universities. He then proceeded to explain the origin and 
purposes of the American New Realists, the arguments by which 
they defended their position, and the kinship of neo-realism in its 
epistemology to medieval Thomism, and in its ethics to the secular 
idealism of modern France. Professor J. E. Boodin, of Carleton 
College, followed with an exposition of the philosophy of prag- 
matism. He dwelt upon the many and diverse influences of "William 
James, and stressed the essential identity of James's teaching with 
that of the great British empiricists. After touching briefly upon 
what seemed to him to be the shortcomings of pragmatism, he closed 
with a tribute to the work of John Dewey. Idealism in American 
philosophy was explained and defended by Professor R. F. A. 
Hoernle, formerly of Harvard and now of the University of Durham. 
Professor Hoernle" dwelt mainly upon the work and teaching of 



120 THE JOURNAL OF PHILOSOPHY 

Josiah Boyee. He spoke feelingly of the extent to which Royce had 
devoted himself not merely to the promulgation of his own doctrine 
but to friendly cooperative work in various fields of science and to 
the encouragement of independent thinking on the part of his 
pupils. He concluded with a cordial reference to his former col- 
league, Professor Hocking of Harvard, as worthily representing the 
tradition of Royce 's idealism in America to-day. Lord 1 Haldane, 
who presided, closed the session with an expression of sincere in- 
terest in American philosophy as a whole, and paid special tribute 
to the work of Professor Creighton. 

On Sunday morning there was a service for the Congress at 
Christ Church with a sermon by the Bishop of Ripon. In the after- 
noon Mr. Arthur Balfour presided over a symposium on "The 
Relation of Religion and Ethics." The participants were Pro- 
fessor Chevalier of the University of Grenoble, Professor J. A. 
Smith and Principal Jacks of Oxford, Baron Von Hiigel, M. Belot, 
Inspecteur General de l'lnstruction Publique, and Professors Gilson, 
Vermeil, Bougie and M. Lenoir. Most of the speakers defended the 
thesis that ethics is indissolobly related to religion. Professor 
Chevalier's argument was of peculiar force and originality, as was 
also that of M. Belot. Mr. Balfour, who closed the discussion, took 
the position that while the validity of ethical principles is clearly 
independent of any religious belief, yet the presence of the latter 
supplies motives for ethical living which nothing else could supply 
and which for most men are all but indispensable. 

At the Sunday evening session there was a symposium on "Mind 
and Medium in Art." Professor Wildon Carr presided, and Mr. 
C. Marriott opened with a novel and forceful defense of the posi- 
tion that a Pine Art, no less than an Industrial Art or Craft, derives 
its canons of esthetic perfection from the specific nature of the 
medium employed. This position was criticized by the chairman 
and by Messrs. Watt, Bullough, and Valentine. Mr. Bullough's re- 
marks were of especial interest. 

On Monday morning at the first session, M. Xavier Leon, Presi- 
dent of the Societe Francaise de Philosophie presented a significant 
and very sympathetic analysis of Fichte's anti-imperialism. The 
second of the morning sessions was devoted to a symposium on "The 
Problem of Nationality." The participants were Professors Halevy 
and Marcel Mauss, of the University of Paris, Professor Theodore 
Ruyssen, of the University of Bordeaux, M. Johannet, Professor Gil- 
bert Murray and Sir Frederick Pollock. Most of the speakers ex- 
pressed themselves strongly in favor of nationalism as a healthy and 
permanent attitude. But the dangers attendant upon its abuse 
were recognized, and emphasis was put upon the impossibility of 
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settling the European problems of the boundaries of states by the 
criterion of nationality alone or indeed by any one principle. Pro- 
fessor Gilbert Murray while admitting the values of the nationalistic 
or patriotic sentiment seemed less inclined than the other speakers 
to regard it as permanent. 

At the first session of the afternoon "The Meaning of Meaning" 
was discussed by Dr. Schiller and Professor Joachim. The paper of 
Mr. Russell, who was not able to be present, was ably defended by 
one of his colleagues. Mr. Russell had argued for the position that 
meaning could be defined and interpreted as a special case of the 
association of ideas. Professor Joachim devoted himself mainly to 
an attack upon the premises and conclusions of Mr. Russell's argu- 
ment. Dr. Schiller, whose doctrine of meaning had been criticized 
by Mr. Russell, defended and amplified his claim that a man 's mean- 
ing could be understood only in terms of the personality and specific 
purposes of the man himself. 

At the second session the question debated was "Is the Platonic 
EIAOS presupposed in the analysis of Reality?" The leaders of 
the discussion were Messrs. Joad and Lindsay, Miss Stebbing and 
Professor Hoernle. Dean Inge presided. 

The Congress closed with a banquet in the Hall of New College. 
The Warden, Dr. Spooner, presided and there were speeches by Mr. 
Balfour, Lord Haldane, M. Bergson, M. Xavier Leon and the writer. 
The visiting delegates took the occasion to express their thanks to 
Oxford University for its generous hospitality and to Professor 
Wildon Carr for his invaluable services as secretary and organizer 
of the Congress. 

W. P. Montague. 

Columbia University. 

ABSTRACTS OF THE PAPERS BY THE AMERICAN DELEGATES 

American Neo-Realism: W. P. Montague. 

Professor Montague presented the greetings of the president 
and! members of the American Philosophical Association and on 
behalf of that Association expressed his thanks to the secretary of 
the Congress, Professor H. Wildon Carr, and to Oxford University 
for the hospitality extended to the delegates from America. Amer- 
ican politicians might disagree as to the desirability of a League of 
Nations, but American scholars were unanimous in their desire for 
closer cooperation with the scholars of Europe. The speaker re- 
ferred briefly to the embarrassments of American idealists, prag- 
matists and realists prior to America's entering the war, and men- 
tioned the work done by Dean Woodbridge of Columbia and 
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Professor R. B. Perry of Harvard: in organizing courses of instruc- 
tion on the issues of the war for college men and other recruits. 

The speaker then told of the origin of the Neo-Realist movement 
in a meeting at Columbia in 1910 of six professors of philosophy, 
two each from Princeton, Columbia and Harvard. At that meeting 
plans were made for cooperative work which should have for its 
purpose the promulgation of a form of realist philosophy in which 
Reid's insistence upon the independent existence of the particular 
objects of perception was combined with the Platonic insight as to the 
independent subsistence of the essences and universals which are 
the objects of conception. 

The doctrines accepted by the six realists were more or less sim- 
ilar to those already expressed by Meinong in Austria, by Russell, 
Alexander, Moore and Nunn in England, and by James, Wood- 
bridge and McGilvary in America. The general justification of this 
effort to establish a realistic attitude toward' all objects of cognition, 
was based on the need (1) to restore philosophy to that congruity 
with common sense which it had possessed in ancient and medieval 
times; (2) to make available for philosophic speculation the great 
conclusions of modern science; and (3) to free the religious and 
spiritualistic conception of reality from its useless and embarrassing 
alliance with the Berkeleyan and Kantian forms of so-called 
idealism. 

The four principal arguments in support of the radical ob- 
jectivism of the New Realists were stated by Professor Montague 
somewhat as follows.- 

I. The acknowledged 1 fact that an object or content is directly 
experienced does not in itself justify the idealist's claim that such 
object or content is thereby disqualified from continuing to exist un- 
changed during the intervals when it is not experienced. And the 
attempts of idealists to make their position appear axiomatic, and 
to beg the question at issue by always describing objects of con- 
sciousness as (inseparable) states of consciousness are illegitimate. 

II. The acknowledged fact (or truism) that we can not ascertain 
by direct observation the nature of unobserved objects does not in 
itself justify the idealist's claim that we can gain no knowledge of 
objects during the times when they are not observed. From the be- 
havior of objects when experienced we can get sufficient data for re- 
liable inferences as to the extent to which they depend upon the rela- 
tion of being experienced. 

III. The admitted faet that our consciousness of objects is the 
ratio cognescendi for their existence and character in no way justifies 
the idealist's claim that consciousness is therefore the ratio esseudi 
of its objects. 
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IV. The behavior of the particular objects of perceptual experi- 
ence (or at least of veridical perceptual experience) justifies the neo- 
realist in inferring their existence independent of the minds that 
know them {contra pragmatism) ; and when this capacity for self- 
existence apart from individual minds is once granted, the assump- 
tion of a transcendental or over-individual mind as a ground for 
the invariancy of their relations and the regularity of their recur- 
rence in our experience becomes arbitrary and unwarranted {contra 
absolute idealism). Similar considerations justify a similar con- 
clusion as to the capacity for subsisting independently of any mind, 
finite or absolute, of the abstract universals and propositional rela- 
tions of conceptual experience (or at least of such of them as are 
■veridical). 

By these and similar lines of argument the neo-realists seek to 
establish their connection that cognition is an "external relation," 
and that as such it is selective rather than constitutive of the objects 
cognized. 

Professor Montague then proceeded to describe some of the work 
done by the New Eealists in the furtherance of their doctrine. 

"The Programme and Platform of Six Realists," published as an 
article in The Journal of Philosophy in 1910, and the book called 
The New Realism (Macmillan, 1912), were the results of more or 
less cooperative endeavor. These were followed by articles and 
books published separately by various members of the group. 
Among these might be mentioned The Concept of Consciousness 
and the Freudian Wish by E. B. Holt ; Present Philosophical Ten- 
dencies, by R. B. Perry ; A First Course in Metaphysics, by Walter 
Marvin; The New Rationalism by E. G. Spaulding; and an article 
in The Philosophical Review, of January, 1914, on "Unreal Sub- 
sistence and Consciousness," by the speaker. 

Professor Montague confessed to being somewhat at variance 
with the more recent writings of his colleagues in that the latter had 
for the most part agreed in regarding the epistemological doctrine 
of neo-realism as more or less implicative of mechanism, pluralism 
and behaviorism. As in the later work of Mr. Bertrand Russell, 
so also in the books of Holt and Spaulding, there was a drift towards 
positivism and nominalism and an abandonment of the Platonism 
which had characterized the earlier phase of the movement. 

Having stated the principal arguments for the New Realism and 
given a description of the later developments and divergencies of 
the school, Professor Montague then presented his conception of the 
two tasks in philosophy which he regarded as of most importance at 
the present time, and for the accomplishment of which he believed 
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the neo-realistic epistemology offered a fruitful method. These tasks 
were (1) the reconciliation of the vitalistic doctrine of such 
writers as M. Bergson and Professor McDougal with the mechan- 
istic doctrines and methods of most modern scientists; (2) the 
emancipation of ethical values and sanctions from the dogmas or 
hypotheses of religion. 

With regard to the former of these tasks he thought it a good 
omen that one of the first works of scholarship to come from the 
University of Louvain after the war should be a very complete and 
sympathetic analysis of Le Neo-ReaMsme americain by Father 
Rene Kremer, C. SS.R. This tribute from a Catholic and a Thomist 
should 'be a reminder that a realistic epistemology by no means im- 
plies a naturalistic cosmology, but serves rather as a means of 
restoring to their original clarity the great philosophic issues which 
have so long been obscured and distorted by Berkeleyan and Kan- 
tian subjectivism. The emancipation of philosophy from the sophis- 
tries of epistemological idealism would make it possible to attempt 
an intelligent reconciliation of the tradition of owtological idealism 
with the claims of modern science. 

With regard to the second of the two tasks to the achievement of 
which philosophy should be devoted, Professor Montague expressed 
the hope' that the good feeling between France and America, re- 
newed by their recent participation as allies in war, might serve to 
awaken American scholars to the true significance of the seculari- 
zation of the French educational system. The Hellenic faith in the 
-eternal validity of moral ideals as independent of, though not op- 
posed to, all metaphysical theories, whether of naturalism or super- 
naturalism, was a faith that had been proclaimed anew and with 
convincing eloquence by great philosophers of England such as 
Huxley and Mill. And this conception of a morality of ideals as 
distinguished from a morality of commands had been adopted by 
France and made incarnate in the education of her children and in 
the heroism of her army. 

In conclusion Professor Montague wished to repeat that the New 
Realism defends not only the existence of physical bodies independ- 
ent of consciousness, but also the validity of moral ideals independ- 
ent of the vicissitudes of nature or politics. And at a time like the 
present, when theological authority is losing its hold upon so many 
minds, it is of supreme importance that, in addition to their reli- 
gious training, the youth of America, like the youth of France, 
should be given a faith in real idealism — the indestructible and secu- 
lar faith in a sanctionless morality. 
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Pragmatism: J. E. Boodin. 

There are several reasons why pragmatism should be of interest 
to British and French philosophers, and especially to British phi- 
losophers. In the first place, the pragmatic movement, and that 
means primarily William James, hroke the spell which German 
thought had east over America, and made America look to Britain 
and Prance rather than to Germany for its inspiration. It trans- 
planted the great British empirical tradition to American soil at 
a time when it had lost its hold on Britain itself. "William James is 
a lineal descendant of Locke and J. S. Mill. In the second place, 
pragmatism is of interest because it is the matrix out of which the 
more recent movements have grown. The new idealism, of which 
Josiah Royee is the most outstanding representative, owes no small 
part of its freshness to the influence of James ; Royee called himself 
an absolute pragmatist. Most of the leaders of the New Realism 
in America were pupils of William James. Behaviorism owes in- 
spiration not only to the pragmatic emphasis on conduct as the 
central fact of psychology, but also to James's analysis of such 
psychological concepts as activity and consciousness. In the third 
place pragmatism is of interest because it is to-day a live movement. 
The most outstanding figure in American philosophy to-day is John 
Dewey. Professor Dewey is perhaps the only American philos- 
opher who can be said to have a school in the compact sense. And 
the Chicago school numbers among its members such vigorous 
thinkers as Professors Tufts, A. W. Moore and Mead and is making 
new converts, one of the ablest of these being Professor Bode. The 
contributors to the volume Creative Intelligence show something of 
the strength of the Dewey type of leadership. But there are a 
number of individual thinkers who stand outside the Dewey move- 
ment. And there is probably no American thinker of any school 
who does not gratefully own his debt to William James. In the 
fourth place, pragmatism is having an important practical influence 
on American civilization. James himself, outside of his influence 
on psychology and philosophy, had a large and enduring influence 
on the religious thought of America. Dewey is the most important 
interpreter of the ideals of education in America, and more recently 
is making his influence felt in political philosophy. Justice Holmes 
and Roscoe Pound, Dean of the Harvard Law School, have carried 
the pragmatic method into the realm of jurisprudence and are ma- 
king an impression on the technical tradition, while Laski shows 
the influence of James in his critical analysis of the question of 
the authority of the state. These are only instances of the exten- 
sion of the influence of pragmatism in America, the tendency of 
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which has been a wholesome regard for the demands of human ex- 
perience. 

But, you say, pragmatism is nothing hut a muddle and conveys 
no definite meaning. It is true that pragmatism has been a com- 
plex movement. It has been an atmosphere rather than a definite 
philosophy. In the earlier stages at any rate it was a "thick" 
movement. This "thickness" was due to two causes. One was the 
use of a metamorphical language which gave rise to a large progeny 
of misunderstandings. Instance "the cash value of truth," "truth 
is the expedient in the way of thinking," etc. James himself was 
deeply pained by these misunderstandings (some of which seemed 
to him wilful) during his last years and strove heroically to remove 
them. The other cause of the "thickness" of pragmatism was the 
number of isms which men like James included in their philosophy 
and which all came to be associated with pragmatism. James at 
various times was a pluralist, a tychist (believer in chance), ener- 
gist (interaction of mind and body), ethical idealist, panpsychist, 
neutralist (doctrine of pure experience), mystic, etc. It was too 
much for one word to carry, even though you paid it extra. 

But as you look through the smoke of misunderstanding and 
confusion there are some definite contributions which can be laid 
to the credit of pragmatism. First, pragmatism sharpened our con- 
sciousness of the meaning of propositions. The question of C. S. 
Peirce: What practical difference would it make if one rather than 
another of alternative hypotheses were true? has made us more 
conscious of our procedure and enabled us to get rid of dead lumber 
with which every civilization gets overburdened. In the second 
place, pragmatism has contributed a more adequate psychology of 
the thought process. It has emphasized the teleological, active, 
selective character of the process. It has showed that thinking is 
not carried on in vacuo, but is for some end in which the whole of 
human nature, emotional and volitional as well as intellectual, 
counts. Thinking arises as a result of a problem or doubt when the 
old habits break down and when we must cast about among alterna- 
tives for a way of meeting the situation. This process terminates 
normally in selection and action, which are merely two ways of 
stating the termination of the process. James's chapters on "Con- 
ception" and "Reasoning" in his Principles of Psychology have be- 
come classic and Dewey's form of statement is scarcely less im- 
portant. In the third place, pragmatism has brought into clearer 
consciousness the significance of scientific method. Professor Boodin 
has elsewhere defined pragmatism ' ' as scientific method conscious of 
its procedure." Pragmatism has brought out the trial and error 
aspect of the search for truth. It emphasizes the tentative and 
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empirical character of the process. It speaks of truths in the plural 
— truths as working hypotheses in a manifold world. Truth in the 
singular is at best an ideal limit in our human procedure. In the 
fourth place, pragmatism aims at furnishing a test of truth. The 
statement of this test has been confused enough, but Professor 
Boodin believes that a definition can be made which will answer all 
requirements. We may define the test in Lockian terms by saying 
that an hypothesis is true when it terminates in the intended facts. 
But we can also state it in terms of conduct. An hypothesis is true 
when it leads to successful procedure in the intended direction. In 
metaphysical terms it would read: "We know the specified reality 
through the differences it makes to our purposive conduct. This 
would hold in any universe of discourse. Economy or simplicity is 
implied in successful procedure. Finally, pragmatism has empha- 
sized the constructive or creative character of truth. We may say 
that it has over-emphasized this aspect. But in some cases, such as 
psychotherapy and social relations, the belief in the truth of a 
proposition may be a factor in making it come true. This does not 
hold of an eclipse. But in every case truth is a creative addition 
to our world and not a mere matter of copying. 

Professor Booddn's contribution to the pragmatic movement may 
be said to 'be twofold. He has tried (Truth and Reality, Macmillan, 
1911) to clarify the concept of truth and to build it out in neglected 
directions. He has also tried (A Realistic Universe, Macmillan, 
1915) to construct a system of metaphysics on the basis of the 
pragmatic method. He calls his own attitude "pragmatic realism." 
His method is objective and realistic as contrasted wth the sub- 
jective and skeptical tendencies of the movement. The pragmatic 
movement may be said to have split up into a right and a left wing. 

Idealism in American Philosophy: B. P. A. Hoernle. 

For the student of idealism in present-day American philosophy, 
the most prominent figure is Boyce, and the most important prob- 
lem that of the influence of Boyce on contemporary thought. 

Boyce is the typical representative of an age in which the devel- 
opment of natural science, and of philosophies based on science, 
came into conflict with much in the traditional creeds of the Chris- 
tian churches. For him personally, the fundamental problem 
throughout all his thinking was to justify religion as the dominant 
fact in life and thought. In order to reconcile religion and science, 
he abandons most of the mythology of the creeds, and much of the 
ritual of the churches. But he "saves" religion by interpreting it 
as the central source of metaphysical insight, as the mode of experi- 
ence in which we respond to the nature of reality as a whole, and 
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find it deserving of worship. Idealism, in Royce's hands, is first 
and last a philosophy of religion. But Eoyce saw clearly that 
religion can not be saved in abstraction from, still less in opposi- 
tion to, life's other interests. Hence, in arriving at a synthesis, his 
philosophical interests ranged from mathematical logic and biology 
at one end to moral and social theory at the other. Many students 
who had little sympathy with Royce's emphasis on, or interpretation 
of religion, were deeply influenced by these other sides of his 
thought. 

Yet, towards the end of his life, Royce often was despondent 
about his influence as a teacher. His life 's work seemed to be bear- 
ing no fruit. No school of younger idealists seemed to have grown 
up about him, carrying on and developing his teaching. Super- 
ficially, this discouraging estimate was not without justification. 
Realists were challenging his metaphysical theory on technical 
grounds as too Berkeleyan and subjective. Pragmatists were de- 
nouncing his Absolute as encouraging "moral holidays," instead of 
preaching the gospel of the progressive mastery of man over nature 
through knowledge. His books were not being expounded on all 
sides by devoted disciples. His most novel and distinctive theories 
seemed not to be caught up into the currents of philosophical debate. 
Thus, for example, his argument in The Religious Aspect of Phi- 
losophy, that error implies an absolute truth for an absolute spirit, 
much as it impressed William James at the time of its first formula- 
tion, soon came to be almost ignored. Few thinkers adopted, from 
The World and the Individual, his terminology of the "external" 
and "internal" meaning of ideas; fewer still thought his use of the 
theory of the mathematical infinite a very happy one. His analysis 
of morality in terms of " loyalty," in The Philosophy of Loyalty; his 
theory of religion as the spiritual life of the "beloved community," 
in The Problem, of Christianity; his use of Peirce's concept of "in- 
terpretation," in the same book — all evoked little response. Royce 
might well think of himself as one preaching to deaf ears. 

But the truth was that, like James, Royce exercised his most 
powerful influence in stimulating his pupils to think for themselves 
and to stand intellectually on their own legs. He did not train dis- 
ciples. He inspired independent thinkers. This may be readily 
appreciated by a brief survey of contemporary work which has 
grown, no doubt with the help of many other influences, yet funda- 
mentally from seeds sown by Royce. His interest in mathematical 
logic is carried on by C. I. Lewis's Survey of Symbolic Logic, and 
by H. M. Sheffer's work at Harvard. The work of his seminary on 
scientific methods, and the speculative problems raised by the nat- 
ural sciences, has left its mark on L. J. Henderson's The Order of 
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Nature. The influence of his metaphysical theories is felt in widely 
different directions in Mary "Whiton Calkins 's Personalistic Con- 
ception of Nature, and, on its dialectical side, in W. H. Sheldon's 
Strife of Systems. His emphasis on religion as a fundamental fac- 
tor in human experience and civilization reappears not only in G. 
P. Adams's Idealism and the Modern Age, but above all in W. E. 
Hocking's The Meaning of God in Human Experience and The 
Remaking of Human Nature. But Hocking's appointment, as 
Royce's successor, to the Alford professorship is fitting in an even 
deeper sense. The tide is at the moment running against idealism, 
and this has prevented the power and freshness of Hocking's work 
from being as fully and widely appreciated as they deserve to be. 
And his own best is yet to come. But all who know even a little of 
his unpublished studies in the philosophy of the State, of History, 
and of Art, look to him to be the true heir of Royce* and the leader 
of the idealism of the future. 
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The Reign of Religion in Contemporary Philosophy. S. Radhakrish- 
nan. London and New York: Macmillan Co. 1920. Pp. x + 
463. 

Professor Radhakrishnan has produced a notable book. Any 
criticism of the main trend of current Western philosophy, under- 
taken from the standpoint of Indian thought with its characteristic 
basis and traditions, could not fail to be noteworthy; but this volume 
has a special significance. Consider for a moment its title — The 
Reign of Religion in Philosophy. Can such dominance be properly 
ascribed to religion? Influence — whether waning or increasing is 
another question — may be conceded ; but to what degree this is iden- 
tical with that direction and control which deserve the name "reign" 
appears a highly debatable issue. Such a title, again, inevitably 
arouses certain too familiar reflections ; we anticipate criticism, skep- 
ticism, even hostility to religious conceptions as such. But on both 
these points Radhakrishnan takes up an attitude that is refreshingly 
definite. Approaching his very wide but extremely pertinent sub- 
ject as an absolutist, he maintains two theses: (1) "of pluralistic 
theism and monistic idealism, the latter is the more reasonable"; sys- 
tems marked by "religious neutrality end in absolute idealism. The 
current pluralistic systems are the outcome of the interference of 
religious prejudice with the genuine spirit of speculation"; 1 and (2) 

iBut the "realistic reaction," particularly the realism of Eussell, is an 
exception. Cf. pp. 331, 336. 



